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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the im ention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such Ml, clear, concise, and exact temis as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of canying out his invention. 

2. Claims 1-20 and 33-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. The disclosure, as originally filed, failed to provide support for "providing on 
the electronic device cover member an integral electrical connector structure" (claim 1, lines 4-5 
and claim 33, lines 6-7), "forming the integral electrical connector structure with the cover 
member in a mould" (claim 1, lines 9-10), "the integral electrical connector structure is 
configured to removably receive at least a portion of a mating connecting member of the 
electronic component in the integral electrical connector structure" (claim 1, lines 10-14), and 
"the electrical connector structure is integrally formed with the cover member (claim 33, lines 8- 
9). 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention, 

4. Claim 36 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 
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Claim 36, lines 2-3: "subsequently moulding an electronic device cover member for an 
electronic device on to the electrical circuitry" renders the claim vague and indefinite 
because "for an electronic device on to the electrical circuitry" makes no sense for the 
purpose of performing moulding. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent tiiilcss 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this coimtry, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

6. Claim 36 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Nishihara et al (US 
5,118,458). 

Nishihara discloses providing electrical circuitry (14, 16), subsequently moulding an 
electronic device cover member (Figs. 4-5) for an electronic device on to the electrical 
circuitry, and providing on the electronic device cover member an integral connector (45, 
16 in Fig. 6), wherein the integral connector is configured to be connected to another 
connector (14, 16 in Fig. 8) to provide an electrical connection between the electronic 
device cover member and another member (Fig. 13), wherein the providing on the 
electronic device cover member the integral connector comprises forming the integral 
connector with the cover member in a mould (17), and wherein the electrical circuitry is 
connected to the integral connector (Fig. 13). 

Response to Arguments 


Application/Control Number: 1 0/603 ,9 1 3 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3726 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 2/25/10 have been fiiUy considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Figs, and specification support "an integral connector structure," not "an integral 
electrical connector structure." Connectors allow electrical connection not the connector 
structure. There is no support in the specification that the structure contains conductive 
material therein; therefore, it is incapable of electrical conduction. 

Interviews After Final 

8. Applicant note that an interview after a final rejection must be submitted briefiy in 
writing the intended purpose and content of the interview (the agenda of the interview must be in 
writing). Upon review of the agenda, the Examiner may grant the interview if the examiner is 
convinced that disposal or clarification for appeal may be accomplished with only nominal 
fiirther consideration. Interviews merely to restate arguments of record or to discuss new 
limitations will be denied . See MPEP 714.13 and 713.09. 

Conclusion 

9. Please provide reference numerals (either in parentheses next to the claimed limitation or 
in a table format with one column listing the claimed limitation and another column listing 
corresponding reference numerals in the remark section of the response to the Office Action) to 
all the claimed limitations as well as support in the disclosure for better clarity (optional). 
Applicants are duly reminded that a full and proper response to this Office Action that includes 
any amendment to the claims and specification of the application as originally filed requires that 
the applicant point out the support for any amendment made to the disclosure, including the 
claims. See 37 CFR 1.1 1 1 and MPEP 2163.06. 
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10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this conmiunication or earlier conmiunications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rick K. Chang whose telephone number is (571) 272-4564. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 5:30 AM to 1 :30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, David P. Bryant can be reached on (571) 272-4526. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 


/Rick K. Chang/ 

Primary Examiner, A.U. 3726 
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